event, discrepancies are bound to be discovered when pulling from multiple sources in order to create an American approved version of events. In 2004, Terry George directed and released Hotel Rwanda, a movie that follows the life of hotel owner Paul Rusesabagina and his efforts to save members of the Tutsi community during the Rwandan Genocide. The film was highly criticized for its inaccurate depiction of Mr. Rusesabagina, the leniency that the Hutus had on the Tutsi people, the implied lack of interest that UN soldiers had in the conflict, and the root and intensity of America's interest within Rwanda. These deliberate changes made by the film are used to shape American public opinion on the genocide in Rwanda.
To understand the inaccuracies portrayed in the film, it is important to first emphasize that the Rwandan Genocide was not an event set off solely by the assassination of President Juvenal Habyarimana themselves at the time. People are less willing to indulge in something that implies that they, or in this case their government, acted in an erroneous way that ended in the death of thousands of people, much like the United States government did during this time period. Because of this, the story of the film Hotel Rwanda purposefully alters these facts in order to create a positive perception about how we involve ourselves during foreign conflicts.
These efforts were widely successful within the United States as the majority of critics published positive reviews of the film on popular websites such as The Atlantic, The Guardian,
The Empire, and The New York Times. Along with these positive critic reviews, the film was also placed on a fairly high pedestal within the film community. Hotel Rwanda was nominated for several honorable awards regarding the screenplay, writing and the overall concept of the film from renowned awards programs such as the Academy Awards, Golden Globe, British Academy of Film and Television Arts, and the Political Film Society. The combination of extreme acclamation and little to no criticism from opposing parties allowed the popularity of the documentary to be boosted while still presenting some of the horrors to the public. This allows for an altered truth to become the accepted version of events within a country, thus saving the current administration and their reputations from potential backlash from the population.
While American media is not known for its stand-up efforts when trying to preserve the truth in its publications, it is unsettling to think that multiple sources purposefully selected the facts that they wanted to present in order to create a certain image regarding foreign and domestic events like the Rwandan Genocide. The 2004 film Hotel Rwanda discussed above serves as an incredible instance in this. A highly criticized film, it allows outside eyes to see the discrepancies between the actual events of the genocide compared to the media selected events and how each version affects human attitude.
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